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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 December 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 7, 8, 10, 12, 15 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Curley (US pat no 5,687,250) in view of Yogeshwar (US pat no 
7,035,468). 

With regards to claim 1, Curley discloses a method of scoring documents, said method 
comprising: 

• capturing data forming at least a part of a particular document of said documents 
(see figure 5 element 15); 

• electronically analyzing said capturing data to determine variation from accepted 
criteria (see figure 2, element 30; see figure 4A, element 46 where flags are set 
as conditions and these conditions are read as accepted criterion, more 
discussions of the flags is discussed on column 2, lines 61 to 67 to column 3, 
lines 1 to 10); and 

• scoring said captured based on deviation from said accepted criterion (see 
column 3, lines 65 to 67, column 4, lines 1 to 3 and figure 4A). 
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Curley does not disclose capturing, analyzing and scoring data of multimedia 
presentation. Yogeshwar discloses capturing and analyzing data of multimedia 
presentation (see figure 1, element 101 captures multimedia data such as video or 
audio, see column 21, lines 47 to 51 for analyzing multimedia data). One skilled in the 
art would include capturing and analyzing data of multimedia presentation because to 
determine if the quality of the data is displayable or not and if it is not displayable the 
receiver may ask for another copy of the presentation; this process unsure that the 
audio or video are played at optimum quality. 

With regards to claim 7, Curley reads on determining one or more criterion from use of 
still images (see figure 5, element 15, the image documents are still images) and 
comparing still images criteria against an acceptable range of previously set parameters 
(see figure 4B, element 63, image document threshold are set" previous to the pass / fail 
determination processor). 

With regards to claim 8, an extension to the arguments of rejection of claim 1 , 
Yogeshwar disclose particular presentation is a multimedia presentation (see video or 
audio is a form of presentation). 

With regards to claim 10, Curley and Yogeshwar disclose all the limitations in claim 1, 
but do not disclose comparing data against a set of genre criterion. However, it is well 
known in the art to have TV genre such as drama, action, comedy or family movies 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/729, 1 29 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2624 

(MPEP 2144.03). One skilled in the art would include various kinds of TV genre 
because the audience will not become bored of watching the same genre over and over 
again, which means increase entertainment for the viewers. 

With regards to claims 12 and 15, see the rationale and rejection for claim 1. In addition, 
Curley and Yogeshwar do not disclose presenting scores to the user. However, it is well 
known in the art to present matching / correlation scores to the user (MPEP 2144.03). 
One skilled in the art would include presenting scores to the user because the user is 
able to select the image with the best score, which represent the desired image the 
most. 

With regards to claim 17, see the rationale and rejection for claims 1 and 10. 

With regards to claim 18, an extension to the arguments of rejection of claim 1, 
Yogeshwar disclose said presentation comprises video and audio (see figure 1, audio / 
video). 

With regards to claim 19, an extension to the arguments of rejection of claim 1 , 
Yogeshwar discloses suggesting at least one of sound effects and background music 
(audio has sound effects). 
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With regards to claim 20, Curley discloses storing the parameters in a database (the 
flags shown in figures 4A and 4B are stored in buffer to effect the image analysis). 

3. Claims 2, 3, 11, 13, 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Curley ('250) in view of Yogeshwar ('468) as applied to claim 1 
further in view of Avinash (US pub no 2004/0008901 ). 

With regards to claim 2, Curley and Yogeshwar disclose all the limitations discussed in 
claim 1, but do not disclose providing a report of improvement of a particular document 
image. There is a suggestion in Curley where the operator gives either a pass or fail 
after the image analysis, but does not ask the operator to find improvements on current 
document image. 

Avinash discloses providing a report of improvement of a particular image (see 
paragraph 43, the filter parameters are selected by the operator to improve the image). 
One skilled in the art would include a report to improve an image because to make 
known to an operator, so the operator is able to make the appropriate changes to 
improve the image, which improve the image quality. 

With regards to claims 3, 14 and 16, see the rationale and rejection for claim 2. 
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With regards to claim 1 1 , Avinash reads on providing a summary of advice based on 
use of still images (see paragraph 43, the filter parameters are selected by the operator 
to improve the image). 

With regards to claim 13, an extension to the arguments to the rejection of claim 12, 
Avinash reads on electronic content comprises image and said report includes 
suggestions from use of still images (see paragraph 43, the report is those set of 
parameters, which are also suggestions to improve the image). Yogeshwar discloses 
video images. See the motivation for claim 2 for combining Curley and Yogeshwar with 
Avinash. 

4. Claims 4 - 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Curley ('250) in view of Yogeshwar ('468) as applied to claim 1 , further in view of 
Hirosawa (US pat no 5,204,918). 

With regards to claim 4, Curley and Yogeshwar disclose all the limitations of claim 1 , but 
do not disclose electronically correcting said particular presentation based upon results 
of said electronically analyzing. Curley suggests the operator to gives either a pass or 
fail after the image analysis, but does letting the user to correct any defects in the 
image. Hirosawa discloses electronically correcting said particular image (see column 
10, lines 65 to 67 and column 11, lines 1 to 2). One skilled in the art would include 
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correcting an image because to remove any defect or artifact from the image, so the 
object image is accurately recognized. 

With regards to claim 5, an extension to the arguments to claim 4, Hirosawa suggests 
transferring captured data from one medium to another medium, shown on column 8, 
lines 10 to 14, where the local network computer may transfer modified image data to 
another computer to be stored. One skilled in the art would include transferring captured 
data from one medium to another medium because it is possible that storage medium 
may be damage and loses data, so having data at two location helps prevent data being 
unrecoverable. 

With regards to claim 6, Curley, Yogeshwar and Hirosawa disclose all the limitations 
discussed in claim 4, but do not disclose using any form of input to correct the image. 
However, it is well known in the art to use a keyboard or a mouse to make correction to 
an image, for example editing an image from the program paintbrush in MS Windows. 
One skilled in the art would include editing using a mouse because one is able to draw 
straight lines, circle or any kind of shape with a mouse, which allows a wide room of 
editing flexibility on the image. 

5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Curley 
('250) in view of Yogeshwar ('468) as applied to claim 1 , further in view of Hong (US pat 
no 5,617,488). 
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Curley and Yogeshwar disclose all the limitations discussed in claim 1 , but do not 
disclose providing comparative improvement scores based previously stored scores. 
Hong reads on providing comparative improvement scores based previously stored 
scores (see column 4, lines 50 to 67 and column 5, lines 1 to 2). One skilled in the art 
would include providing comparative improvement scores based previously stored 
scores because to increase details such as edges and blur areas on the examined 
image to improve image quality recognition. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

0 

examiner should be directed to Alex Liew whose telephone number is (571)272-8623. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30AM - 7:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Bella can be reached on (571) 272-7778. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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